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REMARKS 

Claim Rejections unOer 35 USC §102 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1, 2, 6» 7, 11» 12, 15, 16, and 20 as 
being anticipated by Holmaa et al. (U.S. Patent Application Publication US 
2002/0131750 Al "Holrnan'O. 

In response to these rejections, applicant has amended independent 
claims 1 and 11 to incorporate novel limitations thereinto. By such 
amendments, applicant believes that amended claims 1 and 1 1 are now 
patentable over the cited prior art. Detailed explanations are given below. 

Regarding amended claim 1, an optical fiber cable holder fixed cm a 
base plate comprises a clasping portion havmg a top cover and two side 
walls depending from opposite sides of the top cover, and a fixing portion 
Ibdng the optical fiber cable holder on the base plate* At least one bent arm 
extends upwardly &om at least a side of the top cover other than the sides 
fiom which the side walls depend to prevent excessive bending of the 
cables, and the clasping portion includes at least one soring arm extending 
inwardly from at least one of the side walls to hold the cables in tfie 
claspjpjg portion . However, Holman does not disclose at least one spring 
arm extendmg inwardly &om at least one of the side walls. 

Therefore, amended claun 1 is novel over Holman, and should be in a 
condition for allowance. 
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Regarding amended claim 1 1, an optical fiber cable holder includes a 
clasping portion having a top cover and two side walls depending 
downwardly from two opposite sides thereof a fixing porti<xi connecting 
with the side walls of the clasping portion and fiTcing the optical fiber cable 
holder to the base plate, and at least one bent arm extemting from the top 
cover of the clasping portion to prevent excessive b«iding of the fibers; 
wherein the clasnin g portion includes at least one snrbtf arm extending 
inwardly from at least one of the side walls to hold the fibers in th^ 
clasping portion. Hohnan does not disclose at least one ^ring arm 
extending inwardly from at least one of the side walls. Therefore, amended 
claim 11 is novel over Holman^ and should be in a condition for allowance. 

Claim Rf^ecthtts under S5 USC§103 

The Examiner has rejected claims 10 and 19 as being unpatentable 
over HoUnan» and has rejected claims 4, 5, 13, and 14 as being 
unpatentable over Ifohnan m view of Daoud (U.S. Patent No. 6,259,851 
**Daoud '851"). 

In response to this rejection, applicant has cancelled claims 2-10 and 
12-19, and incorporated the limitations of claims 2, 4 and 5 mto claim 1, 
and incorporated the limitations of claims 13 and 14 into claim 11. "Hie 
resulting amended claims 1 and 1 1 are patentably distinct over the prior art 
cited by Examine. Amended claim 1 is unobvious, as discussed below. 

The Examiner states that Hohnan discloses all of the proposed 
lunitations except for the clasping portion as ftuther hicluding at least one 
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spiing ann slanting inwardly from at least one of the side walls to hold the 
cables in the clasping portioa Daoud '851, however, te»;hes a fiber holder 
witii an aheraatively designed clasping portion having a spring arm on die 
side wall slanting inwardly giving its tapered shape (Figure 3 element 6 — 
leffanost wall portion with middle extending tab). 

Applicant respectAiUy traverses Examiner on Has point for the 
following reasons. 

Firstly, it is impossible to combine Holman with Daoud '851 to come 
up with the instant invention. A spring arm is assumed to extend or slant 
inwardly from one or both of the side walls 104, 106 of Holman in the 
same manner as h the instant invention. However, if the spring arm is too 
short, it would not perform any usefiil function. If the spring arm is l(mg 
enough, it would at the very least block the fiber cables going through the 
opemngs 116 that are nearest to the leftmost side wall 104 or the rightmost 
side wall 106, Therefore, such a combination is not practicable, and could 
not possibly fiilfiU the purpose and advantage of the instant invention. 

Secondly, it is unnecessary to eombine Hoknan with Daoud '851 or 
other prior art. This is because there are a plurality of fingers 1 12 betweoi 
the leftmost side wall 104 and the rightmost side wall 106, and openings 
1 16 are defined by the plurality of fingers U2. As a result, eveiy opening 
1 16 is used to receive a smgle fiber cable firmly and mdividually. 

Finally, even if Holman and Daoud '851 were combined, the 
combination would not yi Id the same fiber cable holder as defined in the 
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instant invention. Further, it would be very difficult for a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to come up with the instant invention when reading 
Hohnan and Daoud '851, since the structure of the cable holder in Holman 
is markedly different from that of the instant invention. 

Therefore, amended claim 1 is unobvious over Holman in view of 
Daoud '85 1 , and should be in a conditian for allowance. 

Amended claim 11 is also unobvious and patentable, since it 
incorporates more limitations than does amended claim 1. 

Claim 20 defmes a lower lockbg leg and an upper stop latch discretely 
foimed on EACH (enyfhasis added) of said side walls and commonly 
defining therebetween a gap to receive the base plate therein. 

Dififerently, in Hohnan et ai., the lower locking leg and the upper stop 
latch (46, 48 alleged by the Examiner) are RESPEClTVKrv formed on 
the pair of side walla (20» 22 alleged by the Examiner) . NOT on ^Af ^ of 
the side walls (20, 22). In fact, the element (46, 48) are the left and rioht 
stoppers to grasp the bridge (62) of the base (70) m the horizontal 
direction. fjQT the upper and lower stoppers to giaap the base (70) m the 
vertical direction. 

Thus, claim 20 is believed to patentably distinguish over the cited 
references. 
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In view of the above claim amendments and remarks, the subject 
application is believed to be in a condition for allowance and an action to 
such effect is earnestly solicited 

Respectfully submitted, 
Kun-Tsan Wu 
ChunYii 
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